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A GOLD TREASURE OF THE LATE ROMAN PERIOD.
A Gold Treasure of the Late Roman
Period. By WALTER DENNISON,
Swarthmore College. (University of
Michigan Studies, Humanistic Series,
Vol. XII. Studies in East Christian
and Roman Art, Part II.). One
volume. 11*x8". Pp.87. Fifty-four
plates and 57 text illustrations. New
York: The Macmillan Company,
1918. $2.50 net.
THIS study was completed by the author
just before his death in March, 1917.
An In Memoriam notice is appended to
the volume.
The book is a description of thirty-
six objects said to belong to a gold
treasure found in Egypt. The word
' said' is used advisedly, for, though
there is enough stylistic resemblance to
connect together several of the pieces,
the evidence relating to the discovery
of the objects is extremely unsatisfac-
tory. The pieces were brought at
different times by Arabs to a 'well-known
antiquary of Cairo.' They were pur-
chased from him by four collectors,
with the result that they are now scat-
tered in Detroit, New York, the Anti-
quarium in Berlin, and the British
Museum. Four of the objects — two
necklaces and a pair of serpent bracelets
—are stated to have been found at
Alexandria. They are clearly of earlier
date (second-third century after Christ)
than the bulk of the objects which the
author rightly assigns to the sixth
century.
The volume consists mainly of a very
detailed and accurate description of the
objects which comprise striking but
somewhat florid examples of the Oriental
jeweller's art. Chief among them are
two pectorals set with Imperial coins
and medallions of the fifth and sixth
centuries, to which were attached
medallion pendants (in one case with
designs depicting the Annunciation and
the Miracle of Cana). There are other
medallions in gold settings, necklaces
with jewel pendants, a breast-chain
with openwork medallions, bracelets with
openwork decoration and jewels, and a
rock-crystal statuette of a woman of no
NO. CCLXXIV. VOL. XXXIII.
high artistic merit. The coins in the
pectorals range from Theodosius I.
(379-395) to Mauricius Tiberius (582-
602).
The ornaments were no doubt found
in Egypt (Assiut in Upper Egypt and the
site of the ancient Antinoe are each
mentioned as provenance), but no re-
liance can be placed on the statements
made as to the find-spot. There is
indeed doubt as to whether all the
objects (excluding those assigned to
Alexandria) were found together. The
conjecture that Alexandria was the
original place of manufacture has some
plausibility, but there is no reason to
suppose that there would be any marked
difference between the products of
Egyptian and Syrian jewellers at the
period to which these ornaments belong.
The objects, though primarily of in-
terest to the student of ' Byzantine '
jewellery, are also instructive for those
who study ancient jewellery as a whole.
There can be little doubt that the bulk
of what is known as ' Roman ' jewellery
owes its form and decoration to Eastern
jewellers, primarily those of Antioch
and Alexandria and later those of Con-
stantinople. The pure Greek tradition
dies out, as far as can be seen, in the
second and third centuries after Christ
—that tradition which laid stress on the
exquisite modelling of gold into human
or animal form. Survivals of this Greek
tradition are seen in the Rams' head
necklace (Plate XXIX.) and the Serpent
bracelets (Plate XLVII.) of the present
publication, objects which are ad-
mittedly of different origin and of earlier
date than the bulk of this treasure.
The other and main portion of these
ornaments illustrate the development
in the ' Byzantine' period of features
which can be traced back to the
jewellery of the Hellenistic period.
Alexander opened and Pompey reopened
the Nearer East to the Graeco-Roman
world. It was in the Hellenistic period
that precious stones became a promi-
nent element in jewellery, and from
that period they grew in prominence
till we arrive at overloaded ornaments
such as the lunate bejewelled necklace
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of openwork shown in Plate XXXV.
The openwork, which is so conspicuous
in the ornaments of this find, begins on
a modest scale in the first and second
centuries after Christ, and is then de-
veloped with increasing complication
and arabesque effects. A find from
Tunis of the third century {B. M.
Jewellery, 2,824, 2,866-7) may be
cited as marking an intermediate stage
both in the use of precious stones and
also of openwork.
The pectorals of the present find
show the use of coins as elements in
jewellery—an element foreign to Greek
taste—carried to extremes. The coin
as a feature of jewellery appears to have
been introduced into ' Roman' orna-
ments under Oriental influence about
the first century after Christ, when the
belief in its prophylactic virtues not
improbably assisted in popularising it.
Incidentally it may be noted that the
statement on p. 105 that coins of
Caracalla are the earliest framed gold
coins known is not quite accurate. The
British Museum possesses a gold neck-
lace with a pendant in the form of an
aureus of Domitian in a plain gold
setting {B. M. Jewellery, 2,735 : from
Egypt).
The way in which this interesting
find has been scattered abroad reflects
no great credit upon the control of
antiquities in Egypt. A satisfactory
control is notoriously difficult. It may
be suggested, however, that a partial
remedy could be found in making all
trade in antiquities in a country such as
Egypt a State Monopoly. The success
of such a remedy would of course
depend on the readiness of the State to
pay finders the fair market price of the
antiquities discovered. It could recoup
itself by selling such antiquities as it
did not require or could not afford to
retain.
The book is admirably illustrated by
heliotype plates, half-tone blocks, and
line drawings.
F. H. M.
XENOPHON, HELLENICA I. V.
Xenophon, Hellenica, I. V. Translated
by CARLETON L. BROWNSON. Loeb
Series.
T H E Hellenica in the original makes for
tedium, and no translation could, as a
whole, be more than tolerable. A literal
translation is frankly intolerable; and
unfortunately it is a literal translation
that Mr. Brownson is providing. Open-
ing the volume at random, we light on
the following passage near the beginning
of the Third Book:
' And when she had become mistress
of the province, she not only paid over
the tribbtes no less faithfully than had
her husband, but besides this, whenever
she went to the Court of Pharnabazus
she always carried him gifts, and when-
ever he came down to her province she
received him with far more magnificence
and courtesy than .any of his other
governors, and she not only kept
securely for Pharnabazus the cities
which he had received from her husband,
but also gained possession of cities on
the coast which had not been subject to
him—Larisa, Hamaxitus, and Colonae
—attacking their walls with a Greek
mercenary force, while she herself
looked on from a carriage; and when a
man won her approval she would
bestow bounteous gifts upon him, so
that she equipped her mercenary force
in the most splendid manner.'
Mr. Brownson might well ponder
Chapman's rule: ' It is the part of
every knowing and judicial interpreter
not to follow the number and order of
the words, but the material things
themselves, and sentences to weigh
diligently; and to clothe them with
words, and such a style and form of
oration as are most apt to the language
into which they are concerted.' An
English reader, knowing Xenophon only
through Mr. Brownson's version, will
surely wonder how Arrian or anyone
else (cf. Lucian, Quomodo hist, sit
scribenda init.) can have thought his
prose worthy of imitation. The student
who wants an accurate ' crib' to the
